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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see page 12, lines 2-9, filed July 19, 2004, with respect to 
the rejection(s)of claim(s) 1 under 35 USC § 103 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of U.S. Publication No. 
2001/0033563 to Niemela et al. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the' invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. ' 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Publication No. 2001/0033563 to Niemela et al. 

Niemela et al disclose in Figure 2 a method of establishing communications 
between a base station (BSS 122) and a system controller (SGSN 124) over a Gb 
network (Gb 100). Refer to Section 0019, 0020 and 0032. The method comprises: 

Identifying a plurality of paths (NS-VC 140,142,144,146) in the Gb network (Gb 
100), each path (NS-VC 140,142,144,146) defined by an IP address in the base station 
(BSS 122) and an IP address in the system controller (SGSN 124) , wherein the 
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plurality of paths (NS-VC 140,142,144,146) are identified by different connbinations of 
one or nnore base station IP addresses and one or nnore system controller IP 
addresses. Each NS-VC 140,142,144,146 is associated with a BVC 
152A,152B,154A,154B which "may be identified by an IP address, such as a source 
and destination IP address". Refer to Sections 0012, 0033 and 0035. 

Selecting one of the plurality of paths (NS-VC 140,142,144,146) in the Gb 
network (Gb 100) to communicate data associated with a given mobile station. Data 
transported to a mobile station is given a Link Select Parameter to identify a NS-VC 
connecting the BSS and SGSN. Refer to Sections 0026 and 0027. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Publication No. 2001/0033563 to Niemela et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,487,065 to Acampora et al. 

Referring to claim 5, Niemela et al do not disclose that the method comprises 
selecting another path by sending a message from another source address. 

Acampora et al disclose in Figure 4 that selecting another path comprises 
sending a message from another source address (VCI). The "mobile user initiates the 
rerouting as the result of its handoff by changing the VCI of its packets". "By sending 
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packets with VCIs associated to a specific base station, it initiates the rerouting of its 
connections to that base station". Refer to Column 7, lines 3-36. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the tinne the invention was made 
to include selecting another path by sending a message from another source address, 
the motivation being that by using this method, the rerouting operation can be 
performed "without the use of a centralized call processor in a distributed manner" 
(Column 7, lines 34-35), since the mobile station initiates rerouting. 

Referring to claim 14, Niemela et a! do not disclose that the method further 
comprises disabling an address; and sending a change-route request containing the 
disabled address to change a path for each mobile station assigned a path defined by 
the disabled address. 

Acampora et al disclose in Figure 6 disabling an address (first and third rows of 
table 114); and sending a change-route request (control message) containing the 
disabled address (first and third rows of table 1 14) to change a path (switch from path 
120 to 121) for each mobile station assigned a path defined by the disabled address 
(first and third rows of table 1 1 4). The control message tells the switch to enable 
connection 121 (enable second and fourth rows of table 114) and disable connection 
120 (disable first and third rows of table 114). Refer to Column 9, lines 20-33. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the method further comprises disabling an address; and 
sending a change-route request containing the disabled address to change a path for 
each mobile station assigned a path defined by the disabled address, the motivation 
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being that this facilities rerouting of data packets through the use of a single control 
message. 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Publication No. 2001/0033563 to Niemela et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,487,065 to 
Acampora et al, and in further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,711,143 to Balazinski et al. 

Niemela et al and Acampora et al do not disclose the sending the message 
comprises sending a UNITDATA message. 

Balazinski et al disclose that messaging can be performed by using a 
UNITDATA PDU. Refer to Column 5, lines 53-56. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include 
that sending the message comprises sending a UNITDATA message; the motivation 
being that UNITDATA is a standard messaging protocol. 

7. Claims 7, 9, 1 1 and 1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Publication No. 2001/0033563 to Niemela et al in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,469,994 to Ueda et al. 

Referring to claim 7, Niemela et al do not disclose that that method further 
comprises selecting another path by sending a change-route request. 

Ueda discloses in Figure 5 selecting another path by sending a change-route 
request (Step S3). When the packet data transferred from a specific terminal is greater 
than a threshold, the base station "requests for the packet switching office 30 to set one 
of the shared channel into the leased mode and to assign it to that terminal" (Column 5, 
lines 58-63). Then the packet switching office 30 determines whether or not the shared 
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channel can be set into leased mode. Refer to Column 6, lines 7-10. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include that the method comprises selecting another path by sending a 
change-route request, the motivation being that this allows the system to determine 
whether or not it has enough resources to allow the mobile terminal to transfer data on 
another route before the mobile terminal begins transmitting data on the new path. 

Referring to claim 9, Niemela et al do not disclose that selecting another path by 
sending the change-route request is part of an explicit path negotiation. 

Ueda discloses in Figure 5 that the change-route request is sent explicitly from 
the controller of the base station (Element 20) to the packet switching office (Element 
30). This allows the packet switching office (Element 30) to determine whether or not 
one of the shared channels is allowed to be set to leased mode so that the terminal 
requesting a different path can use the new channel to transmit data. Refer to Column 
5, line 58 to Column 6, line 10. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include that selecting 
another path by sending a change-route request is part of an explicit path negotiation, 
the motivation being that this allows the system to send messages between the 
components to determine whether or not it has enough resources to allow the mobile 
terminal to transfer data on another route before the mobile terminal begins transmitting 
data on the new path. 

Referring to claim 1 1 , Niemela et al do not disclose sending the change-route 
request comprises sending a request containing an identifier of the mobile station. 
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Ueda discloses in Figure 5 that sending the change-route request comprises 
sending a request containing an identifier of the mobile station. "To each of packet data 
transferred from the terminals, a user ID to indicate each property is added" (Column 5, 
lines 54-55). The base station (Element 20) requests for the packet switching office 30 
to set one of the shared channels into the leased mode and to assign it to terminal 10c, 
the terminal that is requesting a route change. Refer to Column 5, line 58 to Column 6, 
line 2. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include sending the change-route request comprises 
sending a request containing an identifier of the mobile station, the motivation being so 
that the module receiving the change-route request can identify which terminal needs to 
change routes so that it can assign the channel accordingly. 

Referring to claim 12, Niemela et a! disclose that the identifier comprises a 
General Packet Radio Service temporary logical link identifier. Refer to Section 001 1 . 
8. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Publication No. 2001/0033563 to Niemela et a! in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,469,994 to 
Ueda, and in further view of U.S. Patent No. 5,974,036 to Acharya et al. 

Niemela et al and Ueda do not disclose that the change-route request comprising 
sending a GPRS NS-CHANGEROUTE request. 

Acharya et al do not specifically disclose a GPRS NS-CHANGEROUTE 
request. However, Acharya et al disclose that a base station sends a RT__CHANGE 
signal to a first switch to establish a new connection to another switch during handover. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the tinne the 
invention was made to include that the change-route request comprises sending a 
GPRS NS-CHANGEROUTE request, the motivation being that there needs to be some 
type of signal to notify the system performing the rerouting of when rerouting is needed. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 2-4, 1 0, 1 3, 1 5-1 8, 20-27, and 37-43 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 has been considered but is moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tine • 
examiner should be directed to Christine Ng whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3124. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F; 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3126. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



C. Ng 

December 8, 2004 




CHAU NGUYEN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



